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.. 7, INTRODUCTION ] )
N o . @
3 :7 \\' . @ “n
A . A 2 . .
» The researcq design ¥or the evaluation of the 45 15 Pilot ?rogram of

.

Year—Round Educaﬁ?Pn in Virgppia Beach Virginia*evolved from ‘an official

policy statement adopted“hy he Schogl Boaxd. The statement reads in part'
’ .The Schbol Boar of the City of Virginia Beach . _
Ce recognizes that polic decisions relative to wide-spread T
. implementation .of the{plan must be based, on firm evidence T

of the effects, of thefplan on student achievement. and - ﬁ" ' "
. attitade, parental*attitude, and cost,

-2 o ¢

oo o To detérmine the eﬁfects of the 45-15 plan on e

o . this school division, the School Boatrd directs the Division ‘ ,‘

4Superintendent and_ his staff to desigm, implment, and evalu- ,:\
ate a two~year pilot program Jin four elementary schcols. N

The School Boayd, further, provides for and encourages Such ~ 7
. ‘pProgram resource,epolicy, anc“procedure mod¥ficatiops as °°°
may be,necessary fo Ainsure . the mast valid and unbiaged evi- )
dence of the effects of cycledvattendance oo : SR
EIEEN 5 c e .

» [l

operational phase of the 45-15. cycled—attendance pilot program was designed

r::

‘ . Y -

to‘nnswer the following«questions. v ‘ PO L . Coe

® . o
0 B " - o

. s 1) What effect does thee45 15 cycléd-attendance year—.
6:’ « B . o

. - , round operat-fion ‘have on’pupil achievement in reading
B L . - . ) . ’
e .

and mathematics% .
0 2) ﬁhat e}ieét does. the QS:@B?cycled—attendance year;
l@' # ronné operation have’on‘theﬂnay pupils’feei abont'
. . ¢ CoLc - - -
‘school? : < ‘ . E ' v

.
-

Y . . -
* . 3)° Vhat effect. ddes the-earily first grade entry under
> - H . . . .
. - PR 4 H - . R

_the 45;15“calendar have on‘reading readiness9 , o s

. 4) What effect does experience with_ the 45— 15 cycled—

attendance year-round’ plan have on parental attitudes

o ©

4 * toward the'plan? - ) : g

With this policy statement as a guideline, the research model for the

h

, .

e

Rl
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,capital expenditures?
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5) Hha;'effect does the 45-15'9yc1ed—attendahce year-

v 4
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“This publiéation is a'syntheéiq of the reséérch.a¢tivities to be *

" conducted by iﬁdependent~research agencies to answetr these'questioqs.
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¢ 2 Evaluation of Pupil Achievement and :
' Attitudegﬁoward School ’ ‘

a . . .
' . . .

: . A
) Reslearch Agent: Educational Testing'Service of.Princeton, New- Jersey

, . . . L o /\ . . -
. . : ’
,‘ K bl N
Principal‘Investigators: Jimmie C. Fortume and Denald E. Powers+

3

-

Lt - . e
- o N
.o . o v . Y . . -

. Excerptd from Research Prqposal: - R M ’ T “V . e
. = . - - R . . . o - A o
ot . « . since there is strong reason to believe that, with the excep-
. R 6 oo T 2T N Ty v D °

‘tion of first grade, all of the bther‘gradesﬂwilr be affected similarly,

> .

ot :7 the proposal seeks to limit the study to a fourth grade and a f1rst grade
< ¥ .n
., sample to be studied,longitudinally over the two-year period The first

- ”

grade will be studied since the. change in age-‘at which pupils enter school

N » : 4 -

under the 45 15 school year plan may be particularly important atvthis level.

a
Bl

~
»ry,

The effects of treatment co: thlons and potential treatment’interactions

» with reading readiness will be stud’ed. The, fourth grade was—selected ;

-
2

becaude: * (1) it was felt ‘to be representative, (2)-State aSSessment data _

>

-'-bis collected at the.fourth and sixth grades providing a check across_tests

o at» grade 4 f973 and then at grade 6, ul975 ) achievement changesvcan be

“viewed both longitudinally and,cross—sectionally on the same grade levéi :f

~ -

- and (4) both samoling and testing capabilities are optimized with this group.
¢ o l In the first grade study, the primary interest will be reading readi—
. (+]
,‘aness. Thé pupil effects that will be measu;ed for the fourth grade study

'!

include achievement in reading, ach1evement in the learning of mathematicq

» -

concepts, pupil attitude toward school, .and pupil at%%tude,toward-learning.

o ¢ e - K i S v
. . - . .
.

*7 . -

.
=
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7
. . For each Variablg7change from Qretest to first year posttestf(1974) and

, ultimately to second year posttest (1975) would be ascertained for a sample S
v ‘\\;) ' . 0
of YRE school children and for a,sample of children from~two control schools:s

t
k4

', SAMPLING PLAN .

: R .
- P 1 -
W . veoa . a

o N The design is made up df four eiberimEntal schools and two control

schools whose designation was made without apparent bias. The two contrel .

“

a schools, lynnhaven and Brookwood had a Fébruary 1, 1973 fourth grade

%
R

. . enrollment of 239 pupils, the fodr experiméntal schools, Plaza Windsor WOOdu,
A ‘o Windsor Oaks, and Holland had a total enrollment of 565 pupils “on that date
A vu Original plans called for samplingr200 students from the control

1 ‘k’

schools and an equal number from the experimental schools ' SinCe the fourth'

ST

v Y grade enrollment at the control schools is only slightly above the oriOinally

proposed number, all of the fourth grade, students in’ these schools will be
o ) o ¢ . L
- tested in the interest of agministrative convenience A.spaced,sample of

3 g

. ; about 220 students has been chosen from the experimental schools Each school

A
~
o Lo

. is equally represented in this experimental sample. Co . : Ttea

.

The size of the sample chosen is lqrge enough for- test1ng differences

-

S . Dbetween schools ‘and extended school year groups in addition to testing for
) ¢ » ' ‘ ' : - ’ . ’ . « * . "
,'wdifferenCes'between treatment’s (length .of 'school year).' It is also sufficiently .

[ ’{D

. . large to withstand antibipated sample mortality. )
¢ o ‘ . . E

N : “~ : . e | : . ‘
ACHIEVMENT QUESTION - L I .

' The first question to be dealt with is change of+ achievementain .tWo

. ;, areas, reading and,mathematics, as seen longitudinally. 'The sample would be “
" given a battery of tests over the tw0—year period to look at achievement

' L changes, both within groups and across ability levels In April, 1973 the Te

sample would be administered theﬂSCAT Series II %A, the STEP Series II 4A -
w ° Reading and the STEP Series 1114A Mathematics Concepts. In April, 1974 °STEP

\‘1 'v | ) ‘. ‘ i : 4 7'.‘
C'_ AU R e ” |




: 7
‘ Series IT 4B Reading and- STEP Series 11 4B Mathematics Concepts would be
| administered In Aprilh 1975 the STEP Se ries II 4A Reading -and Mathematics
" - tests would again be administered along with the SCAT Series II 4B tes;s. o .
oy As part of the state testing program the sample will take the Pourth Grade
i SRA Achievement and Ability Test battery in March 1973 and the Sikth Grade
o - e . o

.SRA tests in March, 1975. - o .
. \ : St .

This battery of tests ailow for both a.linear systems analeis and a

<

\
treatment—aptitude interaction nalysis of both sets of EChievement data. wﬁp .

'/V . ) \
kS the linear systems ana}ysis, timerin—school appropriate (Quantita*ive for

-

Q.

I Mathematics - Verbal for Reading) §LAT ‘'scores, and beginning“achievement levels

(1973 pretests) would be residualiz d out of both the 1974 and 1975 achievement

»

scores. Tests of three basic hypotheses will™be made using’ the two data points

LA
¢ .
3 . . 13

as replication - The null hypotheses.to be-tested ‘are: (1) there is no signi—
- 7 v A
ficant difference (p<: 10) in the achievement residuals Qn either- reading or
% {/

- mathematics between the pupils attending the traditiOnally scheduled schools and .

. o 2 a

pupils’attending the schools on the, extended year* schedule, (2) there is o
. . : . .
& - mno significant difference (p<:*10) in- the achievement residuals on either reading

‘or mathematics between the pupils in each of <¢he six SChOOlS, and (39 there is no ’

=, significant different (p<: 10) 1n the achievement residuals on . either reading

1

or mathemati between the pupils attending extended school year programs at

-
S i
v . Y
v

. 2

djfferent group times - coe ' L ,

S o fal

R ,f _7 ) Iu,order to ‘estimate the contextual validity of the STEP tests,

]

V2

L NSRSY

o
tedchers of the students being tested will be asked to rate each test item

)

- on its importance to - her class, to state whether or not the item was taﬁght .

[ & o -

.in the ‘class, and to estimate whefher or not a typical child in the class will

o

“be ‘able to- atgwer the items correctly. ®

. . : v & i ~ ;)
d A further analysis of achievement dirierences for this group of fourth

\

T graders can be made in" 1974 and [then replicated in 1975. Using the SCAT scores

as aptltude data (Verbal for Readiug; Quantitat%§f for Mathematics), the

w - ) b ‘, . - .

ERIC - ; | s oo L

PAraiitex: provia c 4 . oyl - 1&' -
4 T ° < )

- oo . - &

,b 1:} - g SR,

e W
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El T =X . _— ' : - . :
' : .. : — v . ) . . ° . o o
/ b . . i )
. " : ' -

- : ; , .

two school—year,sch/dules as treatments (nine-month traditional and the

"65—15} extended school year), and the achievement test, scores adjusted for
) . . :’a;,y

/,/“/time—in—school, a treatment—aptitude\interact ion analysis can be made to

. ~ ’ [T e,
.. " : . g >

,see if'd{sordinal interaction may occur showing a treatment»bias.in'favor
- of a particular aptitude~leve1 group L : T

" - < bl

Apcross—sectionai study of achievement can be made using the state

D

’
achievement testing prografi scores (SRA's) for the fourth and sixth grades.
Anfanalysis of variance of covariance (using 1973 SRA pretests) can be com- »

: o : O :
o puted across both fourth grade and sixth'grade tests given in control and

treatment schools in 1974+ and again in 1975. Cross-validation of ‘these

RPN
- s

acbieVement estimates can ‘be made using theffourth grade sample STEP 1973 s,

) . <
~

D
: pretests with ‘the 1973 SRA assessment tests and again using the fourth'grade»

¢

‘k ’(now sixth grade) STEP 1975 with the 1975 SRA aSsessment test. - . R

=

° e

‘ READINESS QUESTION T | s A .

At part of the éptional state testing programs Metropolitan Read—

ing Readiness tests are given to first grade students in. Marcﬂ 1973 _These -

.'4

test scqres will be acquired for: both the control and exPerimental schools.

' N ‘ r7 . . PR
In ad@ition td the readiness. scores, entry ages of all first graders 1n the
e * »
3two sets of schools will be gathered In beptember, 1974 the same group
. ;ofgpupils who were tested in 1973 will be given the Kuhlman—Anderson Intelli-

g

. gence Test (FormiB) as second graders. Residuals of readiness scores after’

P o o : L. » - .

yedr divisions of ‘age., Interadtfon tests should indicate whether or not the

L_\. - LI )
early beginning resulting from treatment’ requirements affects reading readiness
LY ‘0‘

a_%s measured’ by the Metropolitan. In addition ta the variables mentipnad

v

. , .
above, data on previouS‘kindergartenaexﬁerience ‘ag wefl as previous experience
~ M s 5

I
{

e L . . . ’
iy v ) . ’ . ‘ ‘ . \w\\ u. . u

& ° E. .

o corrections for IQ have been made will be'tested for differences across half- &

)

3
~

- .- ST




L .

+

i  arg~dffectéH by the chénge. The saﬁe Iinéar-Systems aflalysis désigned for

4

P . . . . .

I

;in'takingothe Metropolitan Reddiness Tests will be gatﬁéred and used in the
{ oo o * Hd ' N .

ol

1 ¥

linear.éyétems analyses. i e , g

LIRS
-
>
<

=)
-

.
-

-
<4 : P

* "PUPIL ATTITUDE ‘QUESTION . ., : :

‘o
«f a

S Another question of interest is whether or not the extended school

yeaf program affects the way pupils feel'abo&t-schoo;. Two ‘attitude scales

from the IDEA.AffEcgive Insfrumeny Pﬁckagé‘ﬁiikﬁbé'administered to the fourth

.o grade ééiple;po determine if geﬁeral attitude toward school and learning -

- ]

.

.
* ]

thellodgitﬁdinal

across treatments, schools, and attendance, groups.’
- . ot .
o

£

‘ d
— hd . -
. . . .
. " s ~
.

analysis\of achievement wi]l be used to test for differences .
: .k : .
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. Evaluation of the Operational S S
-~ and Capital Cost Effects of the B p '

45-15 Expenditures N . ‘ .

" ' "' %'] » b . . A‘K v i : .

/ . o

7 : i . ’ S : .'
Résearch Agent: The Institute for Social Anai?sis - New York, New York

v
. o LY
o T o . v
[ S B . .

Principal Investigators: Donald M. Levine and Francis A." J. Ianni ° A

. -

“

Excerpts from Research Proposal:

B

5 - ‘ ' -
s e s tbe-central objective of the ISA'Study may he stated as follows.
. To determine the way in which the 45-15 Cycled . . :
Calendar (Pilot Program) has affected the-capi- “

tal and operating budgets of the Virginia Beach © , v
Public Schools . _ . . L
e > ‘ : |

In order to fully deal with the impact on capital and operating budget, ’

. . J

it will also be necessary to determine the following ¢

a.) the resource and cost base case—-~ school normal
@ -+ operation '
b,y the incremental change for the pilot schools
*  during the. test operation--the 45-15 schools

c.) the effect of changing enfollment over time on L.
the cost and resouxce modeling for the pilot "
schools .

d.)  the'effect of extending the implications of the .
pilot. school analysis to the entire group of R _ |
schools in the Virginia Beach System during the, ' "
test period and ovdr a period of five years or
more ’

[ ) .,

« « « in order to analyze the 45-15 Pilot'Prngam, standard primciples - :

_of cost and'resource analysis will be used such as cost and resource modeling, ﬁ

k4 .
the constzghtion of basic cost estimating relationships, the analysis of cost

v
» <

and resource variance, the projection of policy implications based on the 5o

. .
-
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pmdeling_and simulation resultsdl ' "
R ) - / . - P . .

Q
*

N . Activity I: Establish a Profile of Resource [Jemands Prior -~ -

o

@ . . ’ ']
.to Conversion to 45-15. , ..
—w . -

Generally, it will be our purpose in this part of - the study to
. define reliable sets of baseline informatjon which can be used in the other

activities. These sets of baseline information deal with the ‘school program,

e L

= e,

# . -
resource demands related to each program” relatdd doliar costs, and resﬂurce
3 - Lt

' . <> . e,

inventories. o ) .

. N .
< .
- . - . . ¢

b Led .

°

« %, 7% Kctivity II: Extrapolate Resource Demands Based Upon the Pro-

N

Yk °

file Develbped Under the Traditional Schedule. . . - . ﬂ.?

. 0
(IS P

In order to project thenresouree demands (quantity, type, and dollar
- . . > . L3 [ > .
coste) upon the sthool district?under the traditional schedule;'two additional
Btypes of information will be needed to be genenated enxgllment'projections for
e b
five ‘planning years by grad; (and. geographic location if necessary) and cost

-

esealation factors (proJected rates of change). ExampLes of escalatioq factor‘m

w
o

would be, for example, projecteddrates of increase for wages and costs of
. - . v . . N s .
R . u

° =

material in rhewconstruction industry o . °

- +

: Once the resource requirements for eaeh program have been developed,

enrollment projections will be fed into the program profile for a period

 of five planning yearss In other words,_the "work" of the Virginia Beach -

o . . - S
City School System over ‘five years will be simulated. It is important to
. - . s T
say a word here about this simulation activity.
s mff ) Within the constraints of an unchanging program profile, and pre -

dictably changino student populations and factor prices, the school systeci

will be operated 'That is, it will "hire" teachers, ' clean classroons,

'
a °

© 4

N

N l,/'}

3




'"build"‘schools etcs, where hecessary for a period of‘five ears.
. y; s n, y

. Graphs in this activity will include those for quantities of each

sl g

resource, the dollar costs of each resource, a graph of total operating

costs,iand one of totalfcapital costs, all over a five year horizon.

4

" the 45-15 ‘man B ' o .. _
Co , - ‘ ’ 4

e ‘,,;Q‘r ; This activity is much like Activity I in that the profiles*of each ‘

. § ) ’ o . y )

i ‘1 o program will be determined in order to develop resource demands, and resource

' A . s

‘ , !

e . Activity III+ Establish a Profile of Resource Demands ilnder - :

|

|

a

[

|

3

3

costs for‘eaéh program. The same ypes of inform~-tion are gathered as a re- = 1 j

|

sult of this activity as were gathered to accomplish Activity I. The major |

difference in the 45— 15 plan will be reflected in the different data genera— |
,ted for each type of_information, €.8., fraction of year tdught. (If the
curricular offerings under the 45-15 plan are identical to those under the

[ . traditional program except for the schedule it does not necessarily follow

that all of the data,~except scheduling data, will be the same.)

o

- S , ,
. Activity IV: Extrapolate ReSource Demands Based Upon the 45-15

ProgrammProfile. : . -

-

Much 1ike Activity II grows out of Activity I, Activity IV grows out
of Activity ITI. The same enrollment proJections and escalation factors‘
developed in Activity II will bevused to project the resource demands (quanti- . | B

ity, type; and related dollar costs) uponxthe’school district under the 45-15
plan. Again, in completing the overall design Activity IV will make it .
posSLble to generate a "dotted 1ine proJection for each resource considered.

Graphs in this activity will include those four quantities of each

resource,'dollar”costs of eath resource; a‘graph,of total operating costs, |
‘S) ) /: i N . . 1 o K 3

13




v

one of total capital costs, all over a five year horizon. Within‘this con~-

-

;LHtest, there will be two levels of proJections One will be limited to those

schools which have undertaken the.45-15 plan,,vThe second level of projections
will be based on the assumption that the 45-15 plan has been fully:implemented

"throughout the district.
g . . © u" ’ t

. . . Activity V: Develop "Balancé Sheets" to Compare the Profil@s

-

- of the Tfaditional Plan and the 45-15 Pla} ' L BN

Folfowing the development of profiles for each of thectwo alternative
plans (Activities I and III), it will be pogsihle to'compare them. In order
. - . ]
. _ a “ K . .
to make relevant comparisons, the one-year projectiovn of resource demgnds of

the traditional plan will be compared to the resource demands of the first
operational year of the 45-15 plan ti €., SO that the same yezrs will be
compared). A "balance sheet" of "gains and "l%sses “of the 45 15 plan against
the traditional plan will provide the general format for this activity

Within this context, there will be two levels of comparison . As in

- Activity IV, one level will be limited to those schools which have undertaken

the 45 15 plan. From these comparisons, an estimated balance sheet will be
l

developed for the whole district (second level) Each level of analysis will

1ncludd/comparisons of profiles, resource "demands, and resulting dollar costs.

.
. . f
- . B ’ . ? ' ‘ “ L K

L. Activity VI Developf"Balance Sheets to Compare the Five-Year

/..
.t o R

PrOJected Resource Demands Upon the School District of the Traditional Plan

[N

and thé 45-15 Plan. ‘-

\r
This activity will take.a form similar to that involved in Activity_

V,,except that the comparisons sare for; the flfth planning year, as outlined
- - . . &
o

¢ in Figure D. " . oo 2 o
- ;

As in Activity V; there will be two levels ofncomparison;related to

¢ e 11, . 1141




accomplishing Activity XI One will be limited t those schools which have’
/. /-

undertaken Lheg45 ~15° plan. From these compari ns, an estimated balance sheet

will be developed for the whole district (second level) Each level of

analysis will idclude comparisons of profiles, resource demands, and resulting )
' xS b . -

dollar‘costsa. A ST X .

Il »

o e e Activity VII{ Summarize in comparative terms the effect on

©

the annual operating and capital budgets of "the 45-15 Program against tradi— g/ : -
& a * .

tionai schooling. This analysis will take“into account)the profiles develop ,
. A{" . = . - ) - 7 ‘."v:

a5 a result of'the prev1ous six activlties. As a result, the analysis»per7{

-

lformed and described -in Activity VII should allow the Virginia Beach City/ L 2
. Qat 5
Public Schools to assess the impact of the, 45 15 Program on the annual 9pera— ‘ .

ting ‘and capital. budgets fox the test year of the 45 15 Program. Further,

the analysis provided in Activity VII will attempt to estimate tne 1mpact “
7y e .

on the annual operating and capital budgets of the school system if\the

L] o €
©

experimental 45—15‘Program were extended to the other parts of the school

-
L

4
system. .The analysis will show the impact at graduated levels up to the

o -

entire system performing on the 45-15 Program Finally, the analy91s here

o

will show the impact. of the 45-15 Program during “the test year and proJected
Y
during a five year period afterwards at Various increménta] levels of usage

in comparison with.costs generated'by the traditional schooling alternativgs}“

i -
-
J

<
.
[
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© T ° Evaluation of Parental Attitudes Toward . _ °° .
: - the Virginia Beach 45-15 Pilot Project g
' Researchj Agent: Schlel:hty’ Associates of Chapel Hill, North Carolina
Principal-Investigator: Phillip C. ‘Schlecty S
s - o2 “ o * i *
~ Excerpts from Research Proposal: . .
b f . - , , - . . '
The following survey design is intended to determine the 1ncidence,
distribution,'and interrelations of¥the attitudes ‘toward and 1nformation
" about the 45-15 program i Virginia ‘Beach, Virginia. Specifically, the
reSeardﬁ‘will bearestricted'te.four atteddanceidistricts that coutain desig-
~ nated pilot scheols and to the following general qqestionsi L.

1. How extensive and accurate is parentaliinformation
“concerniné the 45-15.program? ,
'2. Prior to actual exﬁéfiéﬁié‘ﬁitﬁ*thelpregram what are

the,parental attitudes toward the 45- 15 program?

3. What are parental attitudes taward the 45 15 program

after experience with the. prooram? l N
4.' What is the nature and degree of parental attitude
. &

change toward the~45—15 program after experience-
. .

, with that pgggram?

N

Sampling ' - N S K |
The total aumber of parents havihg.childreg attendingwthelschools .

|

Vv 9 . . - ‘.
% . . . . . B ‘!
|

S~ ‘ Ces

o
.




0 o . . - ¢
. !

.;involyed in the 45-15 program.in each of the four;attendance districtsog{
: : R ‘ ) :

g A constitutes thebpopulation of this study, i'e.; we are dealing with four

v .

Iseparate and, definable populations. Additionally% a 20 percent randomly

c

.selécted sample of parents in two comparison schools will constitute the ,
w .
3 C t 1 1 i . ’ . A s
bntrol popu atio | o~
. ql i " ‘ ~ ' - »
*. Data Collection . . » ] \ ' . . L
%} . o i \ ., .:‘ 3 . N

'=THe necessity to reach a relatively Iarge number of people and obtain 0

3

_speciric data dictated the use of questionnaires. The ma3or problem, non-
. response, with quesrionnaires will be minimal in tHis survey. First,‘the

-

'\nature of the cover 1etter and the call back procedure helps assure’us of
. ~

a. high return rate. Second, the fact that some data will be available on

LAY

v

[~
,”nonrespondents and the limited number ofgvariables under treatment makes

possible the ‘use of data processino and statistical inference procedures to
)

assess the extent to which the obtained responses deviate. £from the dés1red

»
-~

one.‘

o . \ ‘ . N
A pilot study will be conducted to pretest all the research instru-

ments used in this survey.' The instruments used to assess the accuracy

and. extensiveness of.information concerning the 45—15 program will be gvalua-
ted to determine both‘content validity and criterian—related validity.t The
. . - \ .

] program's infbrm&tion releases will be used to establish content validity.,

&

Analysis of the piiot study will provide the data that this instrument does
¢

discriminate. Specialists working with the 45- 15 program tan provide the,
4

N‘éacessary criterion by whicb the data from respondents can be evaluated in

terms of extensiveness.

Since variations in responses at a particular time and Variations
o P ° < . e

from time to t1me are a part of this rgsearch the only reliability test_

o
[ ) R . s .
. LN - - €TV .
. [ 0

'A\ . ' . .A. '.' 14 .
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- e . . .
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H . [N 1% % -

© A

te S
since we are dealing in eaQH category with average or-group responses the .

- . 2 . - 3 8 » ° } ) . B f‘; . -

» N ) R . - . :l ‘ ¢ .' \ ) '

. ‘ . //'} v ) . . s .

: T e __— 9 - ‘ C . Lot .

- needed’is one-to evaluafe variations: ar ~Sing out of the particular sample ; ‘
’ . '\ 4
. e . “ ;
: of tasks chosen to represené areas of attitudes’ and information. The question- e i

o ° L . < TS . « -
‘- ; naire will have a relatively large number of items and it.ls in no way a speed E j
L I - 2 o . 1

< >

‘ tes'. Therefore, reliability will be established by subdividing the instru--v %
, - -
. ment"i e., we wilr use a split-half reliability coefficient. %In addition, o ;
:
%
|

reliability willrbe higher- than it would -be with' indivadual “responses.

. . o
N . v < : 1.
.

Phase I: E , : ‘ .- R

*
. v - .
L3

Phase I of the survey analysis will deal with the first two general o ' Lo

’ a
@

questions of the study, i.e., How extensive and accurate is parental infor-

Y o mation concerning the 45 15 program? and Prior to actual experience w1th : .j
) YoTs '
A the program what are the parental attitudes toward the 45— 15 prc;gram‘7 8

The .data related to each of these major questions will’ first be M ; |

1 . ¢ @ ﬂ

! ureported in terms of general trends tbroughout the attendance districts and
secondly the data willﬂbe reported oy each attendance district. The maJor .

questions will be spectfied and the data\reported in three maJor categories.

3 ~ «

(1) How extensive is parental information concerning the 45-15 program,_

"

{2) How * accurate is parenfal information concerning the 45 15 program, and

’
s K N

- - (3) Prior to actual experlence with the 45- 15 program what ate the parental

' {

attitudes toward-the program. “ ) ‘ ) : )

Phase II: - L : . . ,

In Phase II the entire analysis process will be repeated. Then the yjjﬂla

' .
B -

data obtainﬁd in Phase II will,bc compared tq the data obtained in Phase I.

(<)

< Ffrom this comparison an analysis will be given in&terms of the nature and

amount of change in the follow1ng categories. extensiVeness of parental _
o - &

information, accuracy of infolmation, and parental attitude toward the 45-15

N « .
a ) 5

. \)‘ | ‘ ‘v/ - . B . n ) _-5‘ - ] . . 18 . . .
: ‘ 15 . e
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program. In addition, in this phase of the researth a fourth control uariablé

v 3

- will.be used in the analy31s, are parental attitudes affected by having

© ¢

children who are changing school districts. . S e
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